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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

1 . Applicant has amended claim 1 . No claims have been cancelled or added. 
Thus, claims 1-10 remain pending and are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 22 February 2007 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

3. Applicant argues (with respect to claim 1), "The art cited by the examiner does 
not disclose the payment of funds to a first carrier meter payment center located in a 
first country and the transfer of funds to a second meter payment center located in a 
second country". However, Examiner submits that Kadaba discloses, "Payment by the 
shipper, preferably electronically by the shipper computer system (i.e., meter data 
center), is transmitted to the first carrier billing system (i.e., first carrier meter payment 
center). The first carrier billing system deducts the charges for the first carrier's 
services (which may also include charges required by the line-haul carrier) and forwards 
the remaining amount, preferably electronically, to the escrow account. 
Advantageously, the escrow account is available for debit by the second carrier at any 
time" [0103]. At the end of each day,. ..the second carrier... debits the escrow account. 
Funds are transferred, preferably electronically, from the escrow account to the carrier 
computer system" (i.e., second meter payment data center) [0101]. Although Kadaba 
does not explicitly disclose where the payment data centers are located, it is obvious 
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that the carriers can be located in any country because the payments are made and 
transmitted electronically. It has been well established that communicating to someone 
electronically can take place any where in the world. Furthermore, it is well known by 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention that mail is delivered 
internationally using more than one shipper. For example, a package being delivered 
from the US to France would utilize the services of the USPS for initial handling and La 
Poste (French Postal Service) for final delivery. 

4. Applicant argues (with respect to claim 5) that Konick does not disclose or 
anticipate charging a second carrier for the funds attributable to the cost of the second 
carrier. However, Examiner submits that the rejection of claim 5 is based on the 
combination of Kadaba and Konick. Kadaba discloses, "A first carrier portion of the 
billing system is configured to calculate the shipping charges of various carriers... the 
package information is used to calculate a sum of all charges from each carrier for 
payment by the shipper" [0025]. Furthemnore, Konick discloses, "The originator can 
designate the special shipping services desired on the V-STAMP Shipper. Another 
embodiment of the invention would be to have separate, distinct, V -STAMP Shippers 
for each special shipping service required. In either embodiment, the V-STAMP Shipper 
is used in conjunction with the V-STAMP label to uniquely and securely identify the 
originator of the package or mail, and designate an existing account against which the 
cost of the special shipping services designated are charged." [0167] 

5. Applicant argues (with respect to claims 6 and 7) that Wade does not disclose or 
anticipate transferring funds from the first meter payment data center to the second 
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country meter payment data center when mail is scanned in the second country." 
However, Examiner submits that the rejections of claims 6 and 7 are based on the 
combination of Kadaba and Wade. Kadaba discloses, "The first carrier billing system 
deducts the charges for the first carrier's services (which may also include charges 
required by the line-haul carrier) and fonvards the remaining amount, preferably 
electronically, to the escrow account. Advantageously, the escrow account is available 
for debit by the second carrier at any time" [0103]. Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to transfer monies at the time of scanning. 

6. With respect to claim 9, applicant has challenged Examiner's use of Official 
Notice. Examiner cites the reference to Ashaari [US 2004/0188522]. Ashaari discloses 
scanning a mail item while in-process and notifying a sender of the mail item status 
[0077]. Examiner submits that the reference to Ashaari is only being cited to 
substantiate the previous Official Notice statement by the examiner, does not result in a 
new basis for rejection, and therefore, this rejection is made final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 use § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1, 2, 4 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kadaba [US 20045/0215480] in view of Brookner et al [US 7,120,610]. 
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As per claim 1 , Kadaba discloses a method comprising the steps of: a sender 
metering, by a sender, niail that is being deposited with a first carrier [0053]; 
transmitting from the meter data center to a first carrier meter payment center the funds 
attributable to the first and second carriers; and transmitting from the first meter 
payment data center to the second meter payment data center the funds attributable to 
the second carrier [0098]. Kadaba does not explicitly disclose a first carrier located in a 
first country and a second carrier located in a second country. However, it is obvious 
that the carriers can be located in any country because the payments are made and 
transmitted electronically. It has been well established that communicating to someone 
electronically can take place any where in the world. Furthermore, it is well known by 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention that mail is delivered 
internationally using more than one shipper. For example, a package being delivered 
from the US to France would utilize the services of the USPS for initial handling and La 
Poste (French Postal Service) for final delivery. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the invention of 
Kadaba to include a first carrier located in a first country and a second carrier located in 
a second country to be able to accommodate more customers thereby increasing 
revenue. Kadaba does not disclose charging a sender's meter and transmitting the 
funds charged to the meter to a meter data center; and transmitting from the meter data 
sender funds attributable to the carrier. However, Brookner et al discloses the meter 
data center communicates with sender franking machine to obtain transaction records 
to account for postage consumption [col 6, lines 7-24]. Brookner et al further discloses 
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the meter data center initiates payment to a first carrier by transmitting the postage 
franked by the meter to a settlement center to initiate funds transfer to a carrier [col 8, 
lines 6-1 1]. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the Invention to modify the invention of Kadaba to include the method 
disclosed by Brookner et al. Brookner et al provides the motivation that as a result, no 
fund is tied up in a descending register in a franking system, and suggests that the need 
of use of the descending register may be completely obviated [col 2. lines 16-25]. 

As per claim 2, Kadaba does not explicitly disclose wherein the funds 
attributable to the first country carrier are determined by the following steps: determining 
the size of the mail and the cost associated therewith; determining the class of the mail 
and the cost associated therewith; and determining the weight of the mail and the cost 
associated therewith. However, Kadaba discloses checking weights and size to monitor 
for discrepancies for adjustments to a carrier [0029]. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
invention of Kadaba .to include: determining the size of the mail and the cost associated 
therewith; determining the class of the mail and the cost associated therewith; and 
determining the weight of the mail and the cost associated therewith so that the carrier 
does not lose revenue. 

As per claim 4, Kadaba does not explicitly disclose wherein the funds 
attributable to the second country carrier are determined by the following steps: 
determining the size of the mail and the cost associated therewith; determining the class 
of the mail and the cost associated therewith; and determining the weight of the mail 
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and the cost associated therewith. However, Kadaba discloses checl<ing weights and 
size to monitor for discrepancies for adjustments to a carrier [0029]. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
the invention of Kadaba to include: determining the size of the mail and the cost 
associated therewith; determining the class of the mail and the cost associated 
therewith; and determining the weight of the mail and the cost associated therewith so 
that the carrier does not lose revenue. 

As per claim 8, Kadaba further discloses further including the step of: placing a 
unique identification number on the mail to uniquely identify the mail [0062]. 

9. Claims 3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kadaba [US 20045/0215480] in view of Brookner et al [US 7,120,610] as applied to 
claim 2 and 4 above, and further in view of Konick [US 2003/01 15162]. 

As per claims 3 and 5, Kadaba does not disclose further including the step of 
determining the special services requested and the cost associated therewith. 
However, Konick discloses charging a sender for special handling of a mail item [0167]. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the invention of Kadaba to include the method disclosed by Knonick 
so that the carrier does not mishandle mail and lose revenue. 
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10. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kadaba [US 20045/0215480] in view of Brookner et al [US 7,120,610] as applied to 
claim 1 above, and further in view of Wade [US 2003/0009351]. 

As per claim 6, Kadaba does not explicitly disclose further including the steps of: 
scanning the mail when the mail leaves the first country; and scanning the mail when 
the mail arrives in the second country, whereby funds are transferred from the first 
meter payment data center to the second country meter payment data center when mail 
is scanned in the second country. However, Wade discloses scanning the mail when it 
arrives at a first carrier associated with a first domain and scanning the mail when it is 
handed off to the second carrier associated with a second domain [0030] to determine a 
payment balance [0034; see Fig. 2]. Wade further discloses scanning mail whne 
received in a foreign country [0039]. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the invention of Kadaba to 
include the method disclosed by Wade. Wade provides the motivation that delivery 
services can mutually track deliveries of mail and delivery performance [0013]. 

As per claim 7, Kadaba further discloses further including the step of: placing a 
unique identification code on the mail to uniquely identify the mail [0062]. 

1 1 . Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kadaba 
[US 20045/0215480] in view of Brookner et al [US 7,120,610] as applied to claim 1 
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above, and further in view of Wade [US 2003/0009351] and Ashaari [US 
2004/0188522]. 

As per claim 9, Kadaba does not explicitly disclose further including the steps of: 
scanning the mail when the mail leaves the first country; scanning the mail when the 
mail arrives in the second country; and notifying the sender when the mail arrives in the 
second country. However, Wade discloses scanning the mail when it arrives at a first 
carrier associated with a first domain and scanning the mail when it is handed off to the 
second carrier associated with a second domain [0030] to determine a payment balance 
[0034; see Fig. 2]. Wade further discloses scanning mail when received in a foreign 
country [0039]. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to modify the invention of Kadaba to include the method 
disclosed by Wade. Wade provides the motivation that delivery services can mutually 
track deliveries of mail and delivery performance [0013]. Furthermore, Ashaari 
discloses performing in-process scans of a mail item and notifying sender of the 
shipment status [0077]. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to modify the invention of Kadaba to include the 
method disclosed by Wade including notifying the sender when the mail arrives in the ' 
second country so that the sender knows that the mail was delivered. 

12. Clainfi 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kadaba 
[US 20045/0215480] in view of Brookner et al [US 7,120,610]. Wade [US 
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2003/0009351] and Ashaari [US 2004/0188522] as applied to claim 9 above, and further 
in view of Official Notice. 

As per claim 10, Kadaba does not explicitly disclose further including the steps 
of: delivering the mail to the recipient; and notifying the sender of the recipient's receipt 
of the mail. However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it Is old and well known at 
the time of the invention in the postal industry to deliver mail to a recipient and notify the 
sender of the recipient's receipt. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the invention of Kadaba to 
include delivering the mail to the recipient; and notifying the sender of the recipient's 
receipt of the mail so that the sender knows that the mail was delivered. 

Conclusion 

1 3. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested that the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of 
the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shannon S. Saliard whose telephone number is 571- 
272-5587. The examiner can nomrially be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00 am - 4:30 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Hayes can be reached on 571-272-6708. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/674,134 



Page 12 



Art Unit: 3628 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more infomnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Please address mail to be delivered by the United States Postal Service (USPS) 
as follows: 



Hand delivered responses should be brought to the Customer Service Window, 
Randolph Building, 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



Wasiiington, D.C. 20231 



Or faxed to: 



(571) 273-5587 [Informal/ Draft Communications, labeled 

"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"] 



Shannon S Saliard 
Examiner 

Art Unit 3628 ^ 
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